THE   RIGHT   TO   HERESY

any rate, who appointed Calvin supreme arbiter with an
exclusive right to inflict capital punishment? Upon what
warranty does he base his monopolist position? On this,
that he derives his justification from the word of God.
But the others make the same claim. Or, perhaps, he
assures us that his doctrine is incontestable. Incontest-
able in whose eyes? In his own, in Jehan Calvin's eyes.
Why, then, does he write so many books, if the truth
which he proclaims is obvious? Why has he never
troubled to write a book in order to prove that murder or
adultery is a crime? Because that is clear to every one.
If Calvin has in fact unveiled the whole field of spiritual
truth, why does not he allow others a little time in which
to grasp the facts that are so clear to him? Why does he
strike them to earth before they have had a chance, thus
depriving them of the possibility to recognize truth as
he sees it?"

Castellio hereby makes one decisive point. Calvin has
arrogated to himself a position to which he is not entitled,
the position of supreme arbiter in spiritual and religious
matters. It behoved him, if he regarded Servetus's
opinions as erroneous, to inform Servetus where he had
gone astray. But instead of arguing reasonably and
kindly, Calvin, without further ado, resorted to force.
"You began by arresting your opponent, by locking
Servetus up in prison, and you excluded from the trial all
except those who were the Spaniard's enemies." Calvin
had had recourse to the doctrinaire's usual practice.
Whenever a doctrinaire finds that the argument is going
against him, he closes his ears to his adversary's words
and gags his adversary's mouth. Such a resort to censor-
ship betrays a sense of insecurity in a person or in a doc-
trine. As if foreseeing his own fate, Castellio went on
to speak of Calvin's moral responsibility. "Let me ask
you a question, Monsieur Calvin. If you had gone to
law with any one concerning a heritage, and your
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